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Introduction 
I t is v e r y i n c o m p r e h e n s i b l e w h y t a x o n o m i c s tudies h a v e r e c e n t l y b e c o m e so r a r e a m o n g 
a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s . A t t h e s a m e t i m e t h e „ n e w s y s t e m a t i c s " b e c o m e s m o r e a n d m o r e d o m i n a n t 
in z o o l o g y b e g i n n i n g a l r e a d y f r o m t h e y e a r 1 9 4 0 . 
L . OSCHINSKY'S r e m a r k in h i s r e v i e w on C . S . COON'S w o r k m a y be r e g a r d e d q u i t i -
r e a s o n a b l e ( 1 ) . „ . . . i n p h y s i c a l a n t h r o p o l o g y . . . e v o l u t i o n a r y s t u d i e s o f t h e s u b s p e c i e s h a d 
been m u c h n e g l e c t e d a n d t a x o n o m i c t h e o r y l a r g e l y i g n o r e d " ( 2 ) ( Q u o t e d w i t h o m i s s i o n s ) . 
R e a l l y , r e v i e w i n g e. g . t h e p h y s i c a l a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l s t u d i e s o f t h e las t d e c a d e w e g e t a v e r y 
p e c u l i a r a n d r a t h e r o n e s i d e d p i c t u r e o f t h i s f i e l d o f s c i e n c e . U n d o u b t e d l y e v e r y e p o c h h a s 
its a c t u a l p r o b l e m s b u t t h e a u t h o r o f t h e p r e s e n t p a p e r is s t r o n g l y c o n v i n c e d t h a t r e s e -
a r c h e s o f „ c l a s s i c a l p r o b l e m s " r e m a i n a l w a y s a c t u a l , m o r e o v e r t h e y a r e b e c o m i n g „ u p - t o -
d a t e " m a k i n g u s e o f r e c e n t r e s e a r c h r e s u l t s o n a w i d e b a s i s , t a k i n g 
i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n s s e v e r a l r e l a t i o n s a n d b e i n g v e r y p r e t e n t i o u s . T h e 
a u t h o r e n d e a v o u r e d t o d e v e l o p h i s „ t a x o n o m i c m e t h o d " o f p a l a e o a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l r e s e a r c h e s 
w h i c h h a s a l r e a d y b e e n s u c c e s s f u l l y a p p l i e d in C z e c h o s l o v a k i a ( 3 ) . 
In „ C u r r e n t A n t h r o p o l o g y " — o b v i o u s l y a s a sign o f t h e a c t u a l i t y a n d i m p o r t a n c e 
o f t h e t h e m e — a d i s c u s s i o n w a s b e g u n r e c e n t l y ( 1 9 5 2 — 1 9 5 3 ) o n t a x o n o m i c q u e s t i o n s . 
F o r s a k e o f o b j e c t i v i t y it m u s t be n o t e d t h a t t h e c a s e w h e n t w o r e s e a r c h e r s o/ the same 
country, as n o w BIELICKI a n d WIERCZINSKI ( 4 a n d 5 ) a r e t h e a u t h o r s o f t h e f i r s t d i s c u s s i o n 
p a p e r s is n o t v e r y f o r t u n a t e t h e m o r e s i n c e w i l l y - n i l l y t h e p e c u l a r i t i e s o f t h e s c i e n t i f i c l i fe 
uf t h e i r h o m e d e t e r m i n e t h e i r t h e m e . A c o m m o n f e a t u r e o f t h e a b o v e m e n t i o n e d a n t h r o -
p o l o g i s t s as w e l l a s o f m a n y s c i e n t i s t s w o r k i n g m o r e o r less on t h e s a m e t h e m e is t h a t t h e y 
l o o k f o r n e w v i e w p o i n t s a n d i d e a s a m o n g t h e r e s e a r c h e r s o f c o u n t r i e s h a v i n g g r e a t sc ient i f ic -
resul ts o r o f t h e i r o w n h o m e l a n d . In m y o p i n i o n it is h a r d l y c o m p a t i b l e w i t h t h e e n d e a v o u r 
to o b j e c t i v e t r u t h so i n d i s p e n s a b l e in s c i e n c e . P e r h a p s i t is n o t e w o r t h y t h a t w h e n t h e a u t h o r 
o f th i s a r t i c l e h a s b e e n d e a l i n g w i t h a n t h r o p o t a x o n o m i c p r o b l e m s he is m a k i n g t h e p o s s i b l e 
w i d e s t use o f a v a i l a b l e l i t e r a t u r e . 
In view of the reasons mentioned above below I enlist my works con-
taining new anthropotaxonomic considerations. It is likely that anthropologists 
having special interest in this subject think this much more reasonable than 
unusual, especially since these works had been published in rather a scattered 
way and in journals not widely known in other countries. As it appears, usual 
bibliographic data here are followed by a short autoreference and especially 
in case ot earlier works, references of reviews published in different journals. 
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1. L'analyse typologique de la population de K é r p u s z t a au Moyen 
Age. - Acta A rch . Hung. 3, 3 0 3 - 3 7 0 ( 1 9 5 3 ) . 
The work deals with metric and morphological (craniosystematic) cha-
racters of the more important Europoid races within the frames of a taxonomic 
analysis of the so far known greatest series from the Arpadian age (mostly 
from the 11th century). 
The work was subjected to a detailed reviewing by H . V . VALLOIS in 
L'Anthropologie J 9 , 3 2 9 - 3 3 0 (1955) . 
2. An Anthropological Survey of Magyar Prehistory. — Acta Lingüistica 
Hung. 4, 1 3 3 - 1 7 0 (1954) . 
It deals first of all with the place and characteristics of the Uralian (or 
synonymously Ugrian, Uralo-Altaic ) race. It is an attempt for the synthesis 
of the ethnogenesis of the Hungarian people. 
The work was reviewed on the one hand by H. V . VALLOIS in L 'Anthro-
pologie 60, 122—123 ( 1 9 5 8 ) and besides this a Polish reference was published 
in Przeglad Antropologiczny XXIV (1958) . 
3. Zur Frage der anthropologischen Beziehungen zwischen dem Mittleren 
Donaubecken und Mittelasien. — Acta Orient. Hung. 5, 217—312 ( 1 9 5 5 ) . 
This work was reviewed in three periodicals: 
a ) H . J . F L E U R E : M a n , 1 9 5 7 , R e f . N o . 2 3 2 . 
b) H . V . V A L L O I S : L ' A n t h r o p o l o g i e 61, 5 5 2 - 5 5 3 ( 1 9 5 7 ) . 
c) K . GERHARDT: H o m o 8, 192 (1957) . 
This work deserves a somewhat longer autoreference. 
The main theme is expressed by the title itself and also it contains a 
detailed craniosystematic characterization of Turanian (in Soviet anthropologi-
cal literature: South Siberian) and Pamirian races. Here I had to emphasize 
that although the concept of „Turanian race" of earlier authors (as DENIKER, 
H A D D O N , M O N T A N D O N , E I C K S T E D T and the Soviet anthropologists) agrees with 
the system followed by me, too, SCHUIDETZKY'S paper (6 ) — by an erroneous 
interpretation — calls Turanids Pamiriens and denies the existence of an inde-
pendent Turanid race and identifies it with Central Asiatic Mongoloid race, 
respectively. My critical remarks were found consistent by K . GERHARDT in his 
review referred to above. The fact that SCHWIDETZKY in her recent paper (7 ) 
calls Pamirians Turanids with a rare persistency (sensu SCHVCIDETZKY) is beyond 
my reason. Namely, if the scientific value of my paper would undergo any 
doubt, perhaps it would be very useful for both of us and first of all for science, 
to express her views in a discussion paper or in any kind of answer. A resear-
cher so well oriented in many disciplines of antropology and enjoying so wide 
a recognition easily may confess such an obvious mistake done in the field of 
anthroposystematics and may not be anxious about his prestige. 
4. Awaren und Magyaren in D o n a u - T h e i s s Zwischenstromgebiet. — 
Acta Arch. Hung. 8, 1 9 9 - 2 6 8 (1958) . 
It is the palaeoanthropological study of a wide region of the G r e a t 
H u n g a r i a n P l a i n ( A l f o l d ) . In respect to Europoids it tries to set up an 
independent craniosystematics and it broadens our knowledge of the ethnoge-
nesis of „ A v a r s " and Magyars with new data and interdependences. Reviewed 
by H . V . VALLOIS in L'Anthropologie 63, 1 3 0 - 1 3 2 (1959) . 
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5. The „ A v a r Period" Mongoloids in Hungary . — Acta Arch. Hung. 10, 
•91-94 ( 1 9 5 9 ) . 
a) H . J . F L E U R E : M a n , 1 9 6 0 , R e f . N o . 1 7 4 . 
b) H . V . V A L L O I S : L'Anthropologie, 64, 3 5 3 - 3 5 4 ( 1 9 6 0 ) . 
This work changes the anthropotaxonomy of the previous work for Mon-
goloids and Europo-Mongoloids with a better one, partly relying upon new 
material. In my opinion it gives an unambiguous differential-diagnosis, un-
limited in space and time, of the Europoid and Mongoloid great races. Later I 
shall return to this work. 
Below I give a list of my papers more of theoretical and methodical 
•character, dealing with the importance of anthropotaxonomy or some questions 
of it — owing to their recent date of publication they have not yet been revie-
wed in any journal. 
6 . Die Bedeutung der taxonomischen Fragen in der historischen Anthro-
pologie. - Acta F. R. N . Univ. Comen. 5 , 3 0 9 - 3 1 4 ( 1 9 6 1 ) . (A lecture held 
on the Conference of Czechoslovakian anthropologists in 1959) . 
It contains the outlines of a systematics of Europoids and Mongoloids 
built by the author. 
7. On the Problems of Historical Anthropology ( P a l e o a n t h r o p o l o g y ) . — 
Acta Univ. Szegediensis, Acta Biologica 7 , 175—183 ( 1 9 6 1 ) . 
The topics of the paper is the division o f anthropology and the place held 
by among sciences as well as some problems of anthropotaxonomy and et-
nogenesis. 
8. Uber die Bedeutung taxonomischer Forschungen in der Anthropologie. 
— Actes du VI'' Congrès International des Sciences Anthropologiques et Ethno-
logiques, Paris, 1 ( 1 9 6 0 ) , pp. 2 1 1 - 2 1 3 . (Published in 1962) . 
It points out the polymorphous and polytypical character of the species 
Homo sapiens and emphasizes the importance of taxonomic analysis within the 
series. 
9 . Homo sapiens — species collectiva. Anthropologiai Közlemények, 6, 17— 
27 ( 1 9 6 2 ) . 
This is the first short account on the theoretical basis and classification of 
an essentially new anthroposystematics, of Europoids and Mongoloids (in Hun-
garian, with a short English summary). A more detailed anthroposystematics 
with preference to the points of view of differential-diagnostics have already 
appeared earlier in my series of university lectures under the title „Embertan 
és emberszármazástan" („Anthropology and H u m a n Evolution" . ) 
10. Einige Fragen der Antropotaxonomie. — Anthropos 15, 149—154 ( 1 9 6 3 ) . 
( A k t e n des A n t h r o p o l o g i s c h e n Kongresses , MIKULOV, 1 9 6 1 . ) 
1 mention that a part of my work done in taxonomy has been critically 
e v a l u a t e d b y K . GERHARDT ( 8 ) . 
Concerning researches done in the field of systematics Hennig's words seem 
to be very justified when he speaks of a „contesting struggle" of the different 
fields of biology (9) . In his opinion this comes from the fact that none of the 
natural sciences has so much different problems and methods of solution. This 
causes a specialisation of the specialists themselves and the relative strong iso-
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lation of the single sciences is a consequence of this. Let stand here a quotation 
from his thoughts word by word: 
„Wenn die biologische Systematik in diesem Konkurrenzkamp in neuer 
Zeit gegenüber anderen und, wie man vielfach hören kann, jüngeren oder mo-
dernen Teilgebieten (stress by P. L. ) etwas an Boden verloren hat, so liegt das 
weniger an der geringeren praktischen oder theoretisch-wissenschaftlichen Be-
deutung der Systematik als vielmehr daran, dass diese es nicht recht verstanden 
hat, ihre Bedeutung im Rahmen der biologischen Gesamtwissenschaft in das 
gebührende Licht zu setzen und ein festgefügtes Lehrgebäude ihrer Probleme, 
Aufgaben und Methoden zu errichten." W e completely agree with him upon 
this and similarly as the zoosystematics, anthroposystematics has to fight for 
its „place under the sun". 
We have to call attention upon a work of O S C H N S K Y ' S referred to rather 
rarely ( 1 0 ) , in which he points out not only the importance of anthropo-
taxonomy but he also denies the widely recognized but wholly erroneous stat-
ements of some genetics. H e r e we think of the blood-group systems showing 
monogenic heredity. Fortunately it has been pointed out by V O G E L and his co-
authors ( 1 1 ) and later by MOURANT, too ( 1 2 ) that the frequency of genes de-
termining the A B O system is decisively determined by epidermics, therefore 
they are much less applicable to clear up historical processes (ethnogenesis e tc . ) 
than the classic methods. 
In an earlier paper of mine I have enlisted the works written in the field 
of zoosystematics containing the more important statements of general validity. 
(A detailed literature is to be found in my studies published in the years 1961 
and 1962 . ) Furthermore a recent work by SIMPSON ( 1 3 ) deserves much at ten-
tion, too. Critically reviewing his own earlier conception he distinguishes sys-
tematics and taxonomy. „ T a x o n o m y is the theoretical study of classification, 
including its bases, principles, procedures and rules" (14) . His conception can 
be applied to anthropology, too, and accordingly anthropotaxonomy has to 
deal with the theoretical and methodical problems of classification. H o w e v e r , 
systematics is somewhat more than this: „Systematics is the scientific study o f 
the kinds and diversity of organisms and of any and all relationships (stress by 
the author) among them" (15) . Thus systematics is a synthetic science: it can 
be applied for man including the detailed study of living and fossil Hominids 
as well as the study of any time-and-space-relations existing between them. 
A n t h r o p o t a x o n o m y 
Homo sapiens is a polytypic species divided into several subspecies (geo-
graphical races). The classification of human forms is markedly complicated 
since horizontal and vertical aspects are to be taken into consideration; the 
racial systematics reflecting reality is based upon evolution. The skeletal remains 
of prae- and protohistoric populations give a connecting link to fossil forms. 
The consideration of palaeoanthropologic data largely helps to a better foun-
dation of the classification. That is why I endeavoured in Table 1. and 2. to 
emphasize differences in craniosystematics; in the anthropological literature 
data are scattered, hardly can be found if any. 
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The systematization of living population gives rise to a lot of problems. 
Unlike animal population most of human population is not only polymorphic 
but also polytypic. The cause of this is that the great migrations render possible 
the rearrangement of human society (communities); the linkage of characteris-
tics of human races originating from the most different regions ceases only step 
by step even in spite of the prolonged mixovariation. This gives the possi-
bility to compare human populations not only simply relying upon their 
parameters but simultaneously to carry out intraserial taxonomic analysis, too. 
However, a condition for this is the systematics relying upon palaeoanthropo-
logic data. In the tables below I wished to give such a survey. There exist four 
great races differing from each other phyletically, too. 
A) Veddo-Australoids represent an earlier stage in the phylogeny of Homo 
sapiens. There are many instances in paleontology for „constant forms" or 
„conservative forms" showing a slower evolution. There appears some micro-
evolutional retardation at this great race. As a whole they are characterized 
by dark colour complexion, more or less expressed dolichocephaly and in ge-
neral by the complex of archemorphic traits. 
B) Representatives of the Europoid (and Europoid-like) great race earlier 
-were dealt with under the name „whites" (or Caucasoid race) but it is more 
correct to call them Europoids. The white skin-colour is not a general charac-
teristics, there are more darkely pigmented races among them, too. Earlier (e. 
g. in the Mesolithic) the Europoid race was more widely spread than at the 
beginning of our era. From the time of discoveries the expansion of the Euro-
poid populations have taken a new impetus. The continents oversea (both the 
A m e r i c a s and A u s t r a l i a ) have been more intensively populated from 
E u r o p e with a continuous decrease of the aborigines. Europoids likely take 
their origin from Veddo Australoids. Generally they are characterized by a 
relatively lighter colour complexion, straight or slightly wave hair and pro-
nounced hairiness of the face and body. Five groups are distinguished of wich 
the first four are Europoids beyond any doubt but the fifth is taken only con-
ditionally as a mixomorphus group. (Table 1). 
C ) Mongoloid (and Mongoloid-like) great race. The general characteristics 
are: light or darker brown skin, rigid, in cross-section circular hair, as a rule 
dark eyes and hair and mostly they are low in growth. The differential diag-
nostic characteristics of the face are extremely important, expressed in a flat 
face, the nose is less protruding, the epicanthus covers the inner part of the eye 
and partly the eyelids, too; the face is slightly profiled horizontally, the mucous 
lips are wider as compared with the mean Europoids, minimal or none hair on 
the face and body. As for the differential diagnosis of the skeletal remains 
of Europoido-Mongoloid races I refer to my work published in 1959 (16) , Their 
formation supposedly took place in the northern parts o f A s i a (Table 2). 
D) The original residence of representatives of the Negroid (and Negroid-
like) race was the tropics and they cempletely acclimatized to it. First of all a 
dark skin means a great advantage here, since the considerable pigment layer 
in the skin decreases the undesired effect of the Sun. Further Negriods arc-
characterized by curly hair no or rare hair on the body and face, a bulging 
forehead, a tendency to long-headness, prognathy of the face, wide nose and 
very broad mucous lips. 
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E ) Amerindian (or Americanoid) mixomorphous complex. There had been 
a rather long debate among anthropologists about the t a x o n o m i c place of the 
Indian aborigines of the t w o A m e r i c a n continents. According to an earlier 
opinion they belong to the Mongoloids. N o w a d a y s most of the scientists agree 
upon the fact that Amerindians starting from N o r t h and E a s t - A s i a , 
respectively, at the end of the glacial period and at the beginning o f the holo-
cene came to the double A m e r i c a n continents in several waves through the 
drylandbridge existing where today we find the B e r i n g - s t r a i t . Accordingly 
races like the American Indians were formed first of all by means of hybridi-
zation and a decisive role in this can be ascribed to the Veddo-Australoid 
and Mongoloid races, while the part of Europoids in the anthropologic forma-
tion of the Amerindians is rather moderate. The representatives of this race are 
characterized among others by the horizontal and vertical Drofilation of the 
face mostly being the same as in the case Europoids. The skin-colour being 
of different shades of brown is never so dark as e. g. at most o f Veddo-
Australoids. After all it seems justified that American Indians cannot be-
included to any great race, therefore in our system they held the place of a 
neutral taxonomic category o f the Amerindian complex (Table 3 ) . 
Concerning nomenclature microsubspecies (race) within the great races are 
generally expressed by the ending-oid, following the usage of the English, 
while in German and Hungarian-id is used mostly. For sake of an easy orien-
tation beside these there a r e g r o u p s also to be distinguished. 
Within the subspecies Homo sapiens more taxonomic categories were app-
lied than in zoology. This is necessary in order to make feel the relations (or at 
least similarities) between human forms existing at the present time — and the 
last two thousand years. It also must be considered as a result of latest resear-
ches that the concept subspecies o f Homo sapiens takes place somewhere between 
great race and race. Namely the four great races are very few but at the same 
least similarities) between human forms existing at the present time — and the 
time the 48 races are too much. Forms, the fossil ( and/or subfossil) correspon-
ding of which has already been known and the existence of which is beyond 
doubt bear over further criticism. It may be that a part of races can be 
regarded as members of a „cline" (geografically isolated in part ) as understood 
by HUXLEY. An example o f this kind is the Dinaric — Armenoid — Pamirian 
line placed in a single geographical zone of Eurasian mountain-range. T o this 
belongs the oldest, called in GEKHARDTS interpretation Tauride (Glockenbecher-) 
race the gracilisation of which, in different directions and to different extent , 
supposedly leads to the above mentioned formations. 
The word type is deeply rooted in the nomenclature of hominid systema-
tics but it seems reasonable to avoid it in the future. Perhaps it could be used 
as a neutral concept without any taxonomic value but it might be emphasized 
that there is nothing common in it to the idealistic „ P l a t o n i c " archaetype. T h e 
unscrupulous usage of the word „typology" would be an even greater error in 
view of the above considerations. The concept of „ t y p o l o g y " (deprived of all 
its idealistic content) can be applied for non-spatial categories (as e. g. constituti-
onal-typology). The name „polytipical" does not seem reasonable t o be avoided 
due to its wide usage. O f course it could also be substituted with the synonimous 
concept „circle of races" suggested by RENSCH, or with the less widely spread 
but in our opinion very suggestive designation „collective species". 
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In my study I took into consideration the works of the following authors: 
R I P L E Y ( 1 8 9 9 ) , D E N I K E R ( 1 9 0 0 ) , G I U F F R I D A - R U G G E R I ( 1 9 1 3 ) , M O N T A N D O N ( 1 9 3 3 ) 
V . E I C K S T E D T ( 1 9 3 4 ) , C O O N ( 1 9 3 9 ) , J A R C H O - R O G I N S K I I ( 1 9 4 1 ) , H O O T O N 
( 1 9 4 6 ) , D E B E C ( 1 9 4 8 ) , C O O N - G A R N - B I R D S E L L ( 1 9 5 0 ) , the collection „Prois-
hozdenia ¿eloveka" ( 1 9 5 1 ) and the discussion papers of B U N A K and D E B E C 
published in 1946 and 1958, resp., in form of two-two studies in „Sovietskaia 
Etnografia" ( 17 ) . 
In the characterization of Europoid and Mongoloid races to be found in 
the enclosed table, I tried to apply the principle of t a x o n o m i c r e l e v a n c e 
o f t h e c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . I am of the opinion that such sayings that e.g. one 
form differs from the other in six and from the third in nine characteristics, 
are empty if the taxonomic value of the characteristics is not considered. The 
work of systematization requires constant estimation what cannot be done 
only on a quantitative basis; the „total morphological pattern" emphasized by 
L E G R O S C L A R K is extremely important ( 1 8 ) . This latter does not change rapidly 
during microevolution therefore it can be applied to solve the problems of either 
evolutional systematics or of ethnogenesis much more than a very careful (sup-
ported even by statistical data) comparison of some arbitrarily chosen quanti-
tative characteristics. Here we call the attention to JARCHO'S hardly known 
pioneering work on the different taxonomical relevance of the characteristics 
(19) . This b a s i c , c l a s s i c a l p r o b l e m is actual even today therefore it has 
remained modern: it is highly appreciated even by L E G R O S C L A R K ( 2 0 ) . It is 
also noteworthy what a great importance he attributes to taxonomical problems. 
Reading W A S H B U R N ' S work published in 1 9 6 2 makes one feel quite the 
opposite. This paper contains the following rather surprising statement: „I t is 
significant that as I was reviewing classifications in preparing this lecture, I 
found that almost none of them mentioned any purpose for which people were 
being classified (21) . I think that WASHBURN was very unfortunate in chosing 
the corresponding literature, when he made the above conclusion. Perhaps all 
the books and studies published in E u r o p e were beyond his scope such as e. g. 
LE GROS CLARK'S book in English referred to above. The classification of Man 
has the same aim as the classification of animals and plants but perhaps we can 
disregard to quote here the referring literature amounting to a whole library. 
Naturally at living humanity subspecies and microsubspecies are really impor-
tant — see HUXLEY ( 2 2 ) but in the vertical classification of Hominids one has 
to take sides in respect to the systematics of species and even of genus. Mention 
must perhaps made here — in reference to SIMPSON, too — that systematics is 
one of the possible methods of a scientific synthesis of the living world. 
The heredity of characteristics serving as a basis for classification is un-
fortunately scarcely known: it is due on the one hand to pleiotropy (most of 
the genes determine several characteristics of the organism) and to the existence 
of polygenes on the other, the latter means that a certain character is brought 
about by several gene-pairs, each of which influences a character (as e.g. colour 
of the skin) to a less extent only. It is very curious that characteristics, the 
process of heredity of which is well known, generally are not or hardly applic-
able to characterize human species. The list compiled by D O B Z H A N S K Y ( 2 3 ) 
takes into consideration three categories, namely characteristics at which 
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a) the way of heredity is known; 
b) the way of heredity is relatively known, and 
c) the way of heredity is hardly known. 
Taking this order as a basis and comparing it with characteristics important 
for differential diagnostics, given in any important taxonomical work, and also 
in the present paper (see the Tables 1 and 2 ) it appears that there is a reverse 
correlation between the two. This does not mean that the genetic basis o f dif-
ferences between the races is uncertain, but more — as mentioned above — that 
the heredity o f normal human characteristics is not known even today. 
Summary 
Considering the above mentioned facts as well as the main results of the 
works referred to, the following statements can be done. 
Homo sapiens is a polytypic species consequently the study of its subspe-
cies (anthropotaxonomy) is an important part of human biology (anthropology 
„sensu stricto") . 
Human population is characterized not only by polymorphism: intraserial 
taxonomical analysis cannot be neglected especially in case of palaeoanthropolo-
gic (prehistoric a n d / o r protohistoric) matter, where several relations of the indi-
viduals or groups to be investigated are unknown. This supposes a natural 
system near to reality extended also to the skeletal remains of human subspecies 
and microsubspecies. Before such a system would have been built up, studies of 
this kind were regarded as not being „up-to-date" . This unfortunately resulted 
in hindering several young, promising researchers to deal with studies of this 
kind. 
W e think it necessary to emphasize that important new results are brought 
about by taxonomical analysis in the field of pa leoanthropology (study of 
ethnogenesis, the distribution of human variations in time and space). The era 
from upper Paleolith to the historical Middle Age in the social and biological 
history of mankind is a t ime relatively scarcely known thus t a x o n o m i c studies 
o f this period are an extremely important part of anthropologic investigations. 
In the present work the author outlined a new anthroposystematics in the 
frame of which he gave a short characterization of Europoid and Mongoloid 
forms. 
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